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Three days later, James again addressed the Houses. This
Parliament, he said, was to be a Parliament of love. The
April s. world was to see his own love to his subjects, and
Sondh's's the love of his subJects to their King. God was
speech. loved for *he gift which he gave, and he, who as a
King represented God, would begin by offering them a gift, and
he expected from them cheerfulness in retribution for his favour.
He then went over the heads of his former speech. He again
denied that he had attempted to ' hinder or prompt any man
in the free election,3 and asserted that he had never 'put any
confidence in a party Parliament' He declared that he would
begin this Parliament by making offers of concessions which
would soon be laid before them. As to their grievances, it
would be better that each member should present them on be-
half of his own constituency ; ' to heap them together in one
scroll like an army' would c but cast aspersion upon' him
and his ' government, and3 would e savour more of discontent
than of desire for reformation.' He was unwilling to give up
any of the honours and flowers of the Crown, but he would not
stretch the prerogative further than his predecessors had done.
He never intended his proclamations to have the force of law,
but he thought that they ought to be obeyed, until Parliament
could meet to provide a remedy for the evil in question. He
once more denied having made any bargain with the Under-

Edward Cary, master of the jewels. He was nominated in the place by
Sir Thomas Spencer, who, being steward of the town, refused to serve
himself, but commended that gentleman.

" I was returned burgess also for the borough of Corfe Castle, and
that was by the nomination of ... the Lady Elizabeth Coke. . . I gave
her thanks for it, and yielded up the place to her again, and in it was
chosen Sir Thomas Tracy.

" My worthy friend, Sir Robert Killigrew, gave me a place for Hel-
stone, in the County of Cornwall, and I caused my brother-in-law, Henry
Bulstrode, to be returned for that place."

The fact, probably, was that, whilst the recommendations of the in-
fluential landowners were generally in accordance with the feeling of the
electors, the recommendations of th* Court Lords were not. That James
had made a bargain with certain persons to return members favourable to
him, has not been proved.